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Report of the Editor
July, 1984—June, 1997
THOMAS E. ANDREOLI, FOR THE EDITORS
Introduction
This Report summarizes the activities of Kidney International
during the tenure of the Associate Editors—in chronological
order, the late Claude Amiel, Jim Knochel, Jan Weening and
Harry Jacobson—and myself. I was appointed Editor at the 1984
Congress in Los Angeles by then-President Gabriel Richet.
Claude Amiel and Jim Knochel immediately became Associate
Editors. Jan Weening and Harry Jacobson became Associate
Editors in 1990.
This report provides an accounting of our stewardship of Kidney
International, primarily during the twelve year interval January,
1985 through December, 1996. The first six months of my tenure
as Editor, that is, from June, 1984 through December, 1984, were
spent in a transition made remarkably felicitous by Ike Robinson's
help, guidance, and, above all, cordiality. He left the new editorial
team with a journal that had already become, at an international
level, a jewel. Furthermore, this Report will not consider explicitly
Kidney International's activities in 1997, since 1997 will be primar-
ily the province of Saulo Klahr and his team, all of whom have
already been assembled. The transition from Little Rock to St.
Louis is already in progress.
From an administrative point of view, the major change which
occurred between 1984 and 1997 was a change in publisher from
Springer Verlag to Blackwell Science, a change which has bene-
fitted Kidney International and the ISN enormously. Work on this
change began during the tenure of then-President Klaus Thurau,
who appointed a committee chaired by Ike Robinson and in-
cluded Claude Amid and myself. The three of us carried out
negotiations with Blackwell Science as well as with other agencies.
On approval by the Management and Executive Committees,
Blackwell Science became the official publisher of Kidney Interna-
tional in January, 1992.
This change was singularly successful, both from an academic
and from a mercantile point of view. That is, Bob Campbell, Jim
Krosschell, Peter Saugman and their colleagues at Blackwell have
been uniquely cordial in interacting with the editorial office to
facilitate rapid publication of manuscripts. Moreover, the data in
this report will show that Blackwell Science and Kidney Interna-
tional, working in close concert, have also been successful in
increasing perceptibly the profit margin for our journal.
Finally, three names are missing from the masthead virtually for
the first time since the publication of Kidney International. One of
these is the late Claude Amid. Little can be added to our sadness
over the loss of Claude above and beyond the tribute paid to him
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in Gabriel Richet's eloquent Editorial published in Kidney Inter-
national in October, 1996. Craig Tisher served as one of the first
Assistant Editors for Kidney International during Ike Robinson's
tenure and is now Editor of the Journal of the American Society of
Nephrology. Finally, Vincent Dennis followed Craig Tisher as
Assistant Editor for Kidney International and continued a tradition
of excellence during the remainder of Ike's tenure. We are
grateful both to Craig and to Vincent for more than two decades
of service to our journal.
Submissions
Figure 1 shows the number of original manuscripts submitted to
Kidney International since the inception of our journal. In 1972,
the first full year of Ike Robinson's stewardship, the journal
received slightly in excess of 200 original manuscripts. By 1983,
Ike's last complete year as Editor, the number of manuscripts
submitted to Kidney International had doubled and was slightly in
excess of 400 original manuscripts submitted annually.
Kidney International received 519 original manuscripts in 1985
and 929 original manuscripts in 1996. Thus, over the twelve year
interval encompassing 1985—1996, the number of original manu-
scripts submitted increased 1.8-fold. Moreover, when viewed as an
aggregate—that is, including Editorials, original submissions,
Abstracts, Nephrology Forum, Supplements, Symposia, Historical
Archives, etc.—the number of manuscripts submitted to Kidney
International has more than doubled in the interval of 1985—1996.
Table 1 indicates that the growth has been fairly uniform with
respect to the partition of manuscripts as either Clinical Investi-
gation or Laboratory Investigation. That is, the ratio of Clinical
Investigation/Laboratory Investigation manuscripts has remained
slightly in excess of unity.
Table 2 shows the geographic distribution of original manu-
scripts submitted by country since 1990. In the past 10 years, the
number of manuscripts submitted by Asian Pacific countries has
increased 6-fold; the number of manuscripts submitted from
Europe, primarily Western Europe, has increased nearly 3-fold;
and the number submitted from North America has increased
1.5-fold. These data indicate clearly that Kidney International has
become, to an increasing degree, a journal for the international
renal community.
A major priority of Saulo Klahr's editorial team is to continue
this trend. A particular challenge for Saulo and his colleagues will
be to attract increasing numbers of contributions from currently
under-represented areas of Asia, Eastern Europe, Latin America,
and the Indian sub-continent. When these goals are achieved,
Kidney International will have fulfilled one of the major goals of its
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Clinical Investigation 294 377 367 474 483 511 466
Laboratory Investigation 276 276 332 350 344 368 411
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Fig. 2. Turnaround time in calendar days between initial receipt of a
manuscript and the original decision letter to author.
Year Days
1990 89.4
1991 95.4
1992 88.7
1993 80.5
1994 95.7
1995 83.8
1996 85.0
Year
1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
Asian Pacific 34 55 70 76 110 150 143 173 190 204
N. America 236 257 248 277 331 359 395 387 365 359
Europe 151 168 175 241 305 326 429 418 449 436
founders, that is, to have become a truly ecumenical vehicle for
the world's renal community.
The review and publication process
Figure 2 shows the usual data on the turnaround time, in
calendar days, between the initial receipt of a manuscript and the
initial decision letter to the author. As indicated in Figure 2,
Kidney International's turnaround time has been in the range of 40
days since at least 1992. This represents nearly a two-fold reduc-
tion with respect to 1987 and 1988.
Table 3 shows that authors consistently take approximately 90
days to return revised manuscripts to the Editors. It should he
stressed that there is a fairly large standard deviation to the mean
data provided in Table 3. The reasons for this are straightforward.
In some instances, manuscript revision may require nothing more
Table 4. Percent distribution of reviews for accepted original
manuscripts
Year
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
%
Initial receipt
First revision
Second revision
Third revision
0.007
75
20
5
0.010
75
23
0.1
0.006
82
17
0.006
0.000
85
14
0.009
0.002
85
13
0.008
0.004
84
15
0.006
than changing a few sentences, while in other instances added
experiments are carried out and analyzed and, as a consequence,
the paper is rewritten substantially.
Table 4 gives some index to the review process with respect to
decision-making. For manuscripts that are accepted, approxi-
mately 85% are accepted after first revision with only 15%
undergoing second review. This represents a fairly significant
change since 1991—1992, when approximately 20—25% of manu-
scripts were sent out for second review. In short, the Editors have
accepted a larger share of the responsibility for final editorial
judgments.
Figure 3 shows that the acceptance rate for Kidney International
has remained fairly constant, with occasional exceptions. When
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Fig. 1. Annual submission rate of original manuscripts to Kidney Interna-
tional.
Table 1. Nature of original manuscripts submitted: 1990—1996
Year
Table 3. Interval between original letter to author and receipt of
revised manuscript
Table 2. Original manuscripts by region: Historical perspective
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Fig. 4. interval between acceptance and publication of original rnanu-
scripts.
viewed collectively, except for the years 1974—1976, 1979, 1981
and 1988, the acceptance rate has been in the 35—40% range since
Kidney international's inception in 1972.
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Fig. 5. Number of original manuscripts published annually.
Finally, Figure 4 shows that the time interval between accep-
tance and publication for original manuscripts has been consis-
tently equal to or less than 5 months, a number which is, we
believe, fairly competitive with that of other peer journals. Our
publisher, Blackwell Science, has been remarkably cooperative in
this regard. They have kept the interval of time between their
receipt of an accepted manuscript and its publication to less than
3 months.
Published content
Figure 5 shows the total number of original manuscripts
published annually in Kidney International since its inception. Less
than 100 original manuscripts were published in Kidney Interna-
tional in 1972, Ike Robinson's first full year as Editor. That
number rose to approximately 175 annually at the end of Ike's
stewardship in 1984. In 1996, Kidney International published 371
original manuscripts, which represents a 2.2-fold increase with
respect to 1984. Moreover, when viewed as an integral—that is,
taking into account Editorials, original publications, Abstracts,
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Fig. 3. Annual acceptance rate for original manuscripts submitted to Kidney
International.
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Table 5. Characteristics of original manuscripts accepted
Technical Rapid
Year Clinical Laboratoiy Note Communication
1988 64 92 6 —
1989 69 124 8 —
1990 86 115 9 8
1991 147 143 14 6
1992 159 142 19 14
1993 194 192 6 14
1994 200 158 14 8
1995 201 224 15 10
1996 195 205 18 10
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Fig. 6. Annual number of published pages.
Nephrology Forum, Supplements and Symposia, etc.—the pub-
lished content of Kidney International has increased by 3.2-fold
since 1984.
Table 5 describes the characteristics of published original
manuscripts. In the past decade, there has developed a near parity
between so-called "Clinical" manuscripts and so-called "Labora-
tory" manuscripts. The Editors again stress that this partition is
largely arbitrary, since there is a considerable degree of overlap
between Clinical and Laboratory manuscripts.
Content
Published pages
Figure 6 indicates that, in accord with the record number of
original manuscripts submitted to and published by Kidney Inter-
national in 1996, we also published a record number of editorial
pages in 1996, that is, 4201.
Comparison with other journals
It is instructive to compare, in absolute terms, the number of
published original manuscripts among different journals in order
to provide an index to the growth of Kidney International with
respect to other journals since 1985. Table 6 provides a list of the
journals, the total number of original manuscripts published in
1985 and in 1996, and the growth in original manuscripts pub-
lished using 1985 as an index year.
In general, the results allow the journals to be partitioned into
three separate groups. First, there is a group that has experienced
little or no growth in terms of published manuscripts since 1985.
These include the American Journal of Physiology: Renal Physiol-
ogy, Gastroenterology, the Journal of the American Medical Associ-
ation, the Journal of Clinical Investigation, the Journal of General
Physiology, the Journal of Membrane Biology and the New England
Journal of Medicine. Second, three journals increased the number
of original manuscripts published by approximately 2-fold. These
Table 6. A comparison of published original manuscripts for 1985, the
index year, and 1996
Growth
Journal 1985 1996 rate
American Journal of Physiology: 243 280 1.1
Renal Physiology
Gastroenterology 397 474 1.2
Journal of the American Medical 711 808 1.2
Association
Journal of Clinical Investigation 600 744 1.25
Journal of General Physiology 79 102 1.3
Journal of Membrane Biology 158 149 0.95
New England Journal of 580 608 1.05
Medicine
American Journal of Kidney 155 265 1.7
Diseases
Journal of the American Society 107 249 2.3
of Nephrology
Journal of Biological Chemistty 2470 4892 2.0
Blood 460 1156 2.5
Kidney International 186 491 2.6
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Fig. 7. Circulation data for Kidney international.
include the American Journal of Kidney Diseases, the Journal of the
American Society of Nephrology and the Journal of Biological
Chemistry. Note that since the Journal of the American Society of
Nephrology began its first full year of publication in 1991, the latter
is used as the index year for that journal.
Finally, two journals increased their number of publications
more than 2.5-fold: Blood, which increased its publication rate
approximately 2.5-fold, and Kidney International, which increased
its publication rate by 2.6-fold. In short, among the journals noted
in Table 6—which were chosen arbitrarily to provide a represen-
tative sample of either specialty or general journals—Kidney
International had the most substantial growth rate.
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Figure 7 provides the circulation data for Kidney International.
It is gratifying to note that approximately 500 new subscriptions to
Kidney International were obtained in 1996, representing a 5%
increase over 1995. Figure 7 shows that, since 1985, there has been
an aggregate increase of 36.5% in the number of subscriptions to
our journal.
Finances
Figure 8 compares, on an annual basis, the total number of
editorial pages published with the annual profits earned for the
ISN by Kidney International. As indicated earlier, there has been a
significant increase in the number of editorial pages published by
Kidney International, particularly since 1988. At the same time, the
total profits for Kidney International have risen by nearly an order
of magnitude since 1985, reaching approximately $730,000 in
1996.
Thus in 1996, Kidney International published a record number
of editorial pages and, at the same time, earned a record profit for
the ISN. It is important to stress that these profits support, in part,
the other educational activities of the Society.
Concluding comments
There is a tendency to become sentimental in final Reports
prior to a transition. I wish to avoid that tendency. Nevertheless,
some particular recognitions are warranted. These include:
First and foremost, Ike Robinson, for having founded
Kidney International and for having made the transition
from his stewardship to mine as pleasant as it was.
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Fig. 8. A comparison of editorial pages published
annually with annual profits. Symbols are: ()
Profit; (+) Published pages.
Second, Gabriel Richet, who appointed me as Editor
during his presidential term. Likewise, I express my
gratitude to the succeeding Presidents—Don Seldin,
Klaus Thurau, Ike Robinson, Stewart Cameron and Bob
Schrier—for providing me with guidance, on the one
hand, and immense latitude in terms of editorial policy
on the other. The same statement applies, with great
sincerity on my part, to the Management and Executive
Committees and to the ISN Council. Their criticisms and
comments have been incisive and always helpful. Yet
these groups have given the Editors—taken collective-
ly—great degrees of latitude in conducting the affairs of
Kidney International.
Third, and obviously of great personal importance to
me, I am grateful to my Associate Editors—the late
Claude Amiel, Jim Knochel, Jan Weening and Harry
Jacobson—for their efforts. They have been wonderful
colleagues as well as friends.
Fourth, special thanks go to the Consulting Editors and
to the Editorial Board as well as to all of the Reviewers
of Kidney International for their work. Without them,
whatever scholarly level our journal has obtained would
simply not have been possible. It should be stated
explicitly that, for the most part, Reviewers for Kidney
International have consistently evaluated manuscripts
critically but constructively. As a consequence, their
reviews have constituted uniquely helpful tutorials for
corresponding authors. It is also pleasing to note that
global representation of the international community as
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Consulting Editors and on the Editorial Board has
increased substantially, so that we have become increas-
ingly ecumenical.
Fifth, I am grateful to Jordan Cohen, John Harrington,
Nicolaos Madias and, before he became Editor of the
New England Journal of Medicine, Jerry Kassirer, for
editing Nephrology Forum as brilliantly as they have.
They made the job of the Editors of Kidney International
quite simple, since they consistently delivered an elegant
product.
Sixth, we thank Carl Gottschalk, who developed the
Historical Archives portion of Kidney International and
has edited it with consummate scholarship.
Seventh, the Editors are grateful collectively to the folk
at Blackwell Science for having made publication of
Kidney International such a pleasant event.
Eighth, the Editors thank the editorial staffs at each of
our offices—Paris, Dallas, Amsterdam, Nashville and
Little Rock—for devoted and loyal service.
Finally, and most importantly, we thank the authors who
submit manuscripts to Kidney International. It is really
they, more than anyone else, who are responsible for
whatever success Kidney International has achieved. The
manuscripts we publish have improved consistently in
quality over the years and are, in the opinion of the
Editors, truly first-rate. In a very major way, the quality
of published papers over the years has been improved
consistently, due in no small part to the comments of the
Reviewers.
The Editors also hope that, in some small way, our suggestions to
authors have been helpful.
